This note is a rejoinder on our paper in this issue. It attempts to provide some clarications and thoughts in connection with the discussions/comments made about it by Didier Dubois and Sébastien Destercke. We hope our comments are at the level of the discussants'. 
Introduction 1
We feel very grateful and honoured that our paper has been discussed by and assertions, and should thank how easy and clear they have been expressed.
7
Although we have been tempted to quote the most remarkable comments made 8 by Dubois in his Section 2, this would derive into a lengthy section. Therefore, 9 the idea has been discarded.
10
Destercke's discussion [3] basically contains a set of insightful comments re-11 quiring either an answer or a clarication. We are going to provide them in 12 accordance with our approach to the topic, but keeping in mind that, as Dubois 13 says, Things are not that simple. In this respect, we trust that our reections 14 supply convincing arguments, although denite universal ones cannot always 15 be given.
16
The rejoinder has been structured following what seem to be the key elements 17 in the discussions:
18
• when (and also why) experimental data could be suitably modeled as fuzzy 19 data for their statistical analysis;
20
• what are the advantages of, and arguments behind, the distance-based per-21 spective for such statistical data analysis;
22
• how to interpret some tools involved in the linear regression analysis with 23 fuzzy data.
24
The rejoinder concludes with some short comments. 
